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As an engineer (retiréc ) I have the following obser-

vations and comments op the proposec new 520 bridge. See Section 1.1 of the 2006 Draft EIS Comment Response Report.

I-0260-001 Making the span with less than six lanes plus emerg-
ency-stop lanes will pbe shori-sighted as Traffic now
£ills four lanes and is hound to increase. Stalls
now progduce backups.

& Sephtenber 06

Dear Sir:

Response:

The draw span must be eliminated. The casterrn high
rise must be high enough to acoomodate expacted boat
traffic or helght of boats curtailed.

The curves uf the western high rise which now slow
traffic and cause hackups must b2 straightened as much
as poessible.

“he Montlake off and or ramps need lengthening to ac-
comodate commuter abd game-day traffic.

The 520 to I5 scuthbound ramp must go urder I-35 and
joir it on the I-5 right-hand lane, avciding the cur-
rent very hazerdous crossing of lanes te reach Lhe
right lane and exits to Seattle busine s and enter-
Lainment faciiities. This change is lupe Live !

A loock at the Seatile street map reveals thatMadison
street leads from Madison Park on the lake directly Lo
the center of the downtown Seattle Business District
whore many are employed, to Capitol Hill, to the First
Hii! hospitals, and to the ferries. ZIdeally off and

on ramps woald connect the 520 routs to Madison, without
rambling through the Arboretum, and would relieve the current
520-1-5 connecticn, shortening and simplifying the

route te downtown. If dirvect aver-water ramps Lo the
east end of Madizon street arce found obiectionable, the
present Arboretum ramps could be extended to Madison
with & cut-and-cover tunnel thrcugh the Arboretun.
joining somewvhere west of Take Washington Boulevard.

Sam Smyth
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